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The  persons,  at  whose  request  the  following  Sermon  ha-4 
been  printed,  will  please  to  observe,  that  some  passages,  which, 
for  brevity  sake,  were  omitted  in  the  delivery,  are  now  inserted 
in  their  proper  places.  The  arguments  from  Church  history 
could  not  have  been  introduced,  without  delaying  the  pubhca- 
tion  longer  than  seemed  desirable. 

One  word  with  regard  to  the  object  of  this  discourse.  The 
duty  of  submission  to  Episcopal  jurisdiction  has  of  late  been 
controverted  in  Ireland  in  so  extraordinary  a  manner,  that  it 
appears  high  time  to  give  the  question  a  calm  and  dispassionate 
examination.  It  is  not  until  I  had  bestowed  much  labour  and 
consideration  upon  the  subject,  that  I  have  ventured  to  give 
the  result  of  my  studies  to  the  public.  With  what  success  the 
inquiry  has  been  conducted  it  is  for  others  to  judge.  My 
object  has  been  truth,  and  peace,  and  charity.  I  submit  myself 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Church. 


Dublin,  October,  1837. 


SERMON. 


1  Cor.  X.  15. 

"  /  speak  as  to  wise  men  ;  judge  ye  what  1  say," 

The  example  here  and  elsewhere  set  to  us  by 
the  apostle  teaches  us,  that,  however  necessary 
it  may  be  to  enforce  the  rules  of  Church  order 
and  discipline  by  the  weight  of  authority,  yet» 
inasmuch  as  the  end  of  all  order  and  discipline 
is  the  edification  and  salvation  of  the  Church  of 
God,  it  is  wise  and  convenient,  and  at  times  it 
may  be  necessary,  to  explain  the  reasons  on 
which  these  rules  are  founded,  that  so  they  may 
be  the  more  willingly  and  intelligently  obeyed. 

It  is  for  this  reason,  brethren,  that  it  has  ap- 
peared advisable  to  employ  your  thoughts  on 
this  solemn  occasion  with  an  inquiry  into  that 
right,  which  the  bishops  of  this  Church,  in  unity 
with  the  bishops  of  this  and  every  other  Church 
since  the  days  of  the  blessed  apostles,  claim  to 
direct  and  control  the  ministrations  of  the  clergy 
whom  God  has  appointed  them  to  govern.  And 
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truly,  brethren,  it  is  one  of  the  signs  of  these 
latter  days,  that  it  can  be  needful  to  defend  the 
practice  of  the  primitive  and  universal  Church  in 
any  particular,  or  to  prove,  that  the  pastors  of 
the  Church  have  a  right  to  exercise  that  power, 
which  it  is  no  less  certain  they  have  in  all  ages  and 
all  Churches  possessed  and  exercised,  than  that 
there  have  been  pastors  in  the  Church  of  Christ, 
and  flocks  for  them  to  feed.  It  was  the  boast  of 
our  Reformation  that  it  reverenced  antiquity,  and 
that  it  purified  the  Church  from  the  abuses  and 
corruptions  vvith  which  the  superstition  of  la- 
ter ages  had  overloaded  and  defiled  it.  So  far 
from  rejecting  what  was  ancient,  it  rejected  only 
what  was  new  ;  its  maxim  was,  "  The  abuse  of 
a  thing  doth  not  take  away  the  lawful  use  of  it  : 
Nay,"  (I  quote  the  words  of  the  English  canons,^) 
"  so  far  was  it  from  the  purpose  of  the  Church 
of  England  to  forsake  and  reject  the  Churches 
of  Italy,  France,  Spain,  Germany,  or  any  such 
like  Churches,  in  all  things  which  they  held  and 
practised,  that,  as  the  Apology  of  the  Church  of 
England  confesseth,  it  doth  with  reverence  retain 
those  ceremonies  which  do  neither  endanger  the 
Church  of  God,  nor  offend  the  minds  of  sober 
men  ;  and  only  departed  from  them  in  those 
particular  points  wherein  they  were  fallen,  both 

^  Can.  XXX.  This  canon  is  by  the  Kiibric  at  the  end  of 
the  office  of  Public  Baptism  incorporated  into  the  law  of  the 
land. 
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from  themselves  in  their  ancient  integrity,  and 
from  the  apostolical  Churches  which  were  their 
first  founders."  The  man,  who  rejects  the 
authority  of  primitive  and  catholic  practice,  is 
no  true  son  of  the  Church  of  England  ;  and 
he,  who  puts  down  all  appeal  to  antiquity,  hy 
a  cry  of  Popery,  is  doing  Rome  a  greater  ser- 
vice than,  it  is  charitahly  to  be  hoped,  he  ima- 
gines :  most  justly  is  it  observed  by  one  of  the 
most  learned  of  our  divines,  that  such  an  out- 
cry is  to  make  Popery  much  older  than  it 
really  is,  and  thereby  give  greater  advantage  to 
its  cause  than  it  becomes  those  men  to  do,  who 
profess  themselves  to  be  such  zealous  Protes- 
tants ;  for,  if  it  is  once  yielded,  that  Popery  was 
settled  in  the  times  next  the  apostolic  age,  it 
will  be  no  hard  matter  for  the  emissaries  of  that 
Church  to  persuade  people,  that  what  we  call 
Popery  is  really  the  true  and  primitive  state  of 
Christianity.  Such  advantage  does  rash  and 
ignorant  zeal  against  Popery  afford  to  that  very 
cause  which  it  seems  with  so  much  vehemence 
to  oppose.  And,  as  a  great  master  of  contro- 
versy hath  observed,^  *  Those  who  forego  the 
testimony  of  antiquity,  as  all  opposers  of  the 
Church  of  England  must  do,  must  unavoidably 
run  into  insuperable  difficulties  in  dealing  with 
the  Papists,  which  the  principles  of  our  Church 

^  Bishop  StilUngfleet's  Preface  to  the  Unreasonableness  of 
Separation,  p.  5. 
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do  lead  us  through/  whose  glory  and  happiness 
it  is  to  have  been  reformed  by  the  rule  of  God's 
Word,  and  the  pattern  of  the  best  and  purest 
ages  ;  upon  which  account  it  is  so  much  envied 
and  maligned  by  the  Popish  party,  who,  not 
without  reason,  look  upon  it  as  the  most  formi- 
dable enemy  that  they  have,  because  it  confutes 
their  false  pretences  to  antiquity  upon  the  surest 
principles."^  Let  me  add  the  words  of  one  of 
the  compilers  of  our  Liturgy  :  "  I  believe,"  says 
Bishop  Sanderson,  "  all  those  men  will  be  found 
much  mistaken  who  either  measure  the  Protes- 
tant religion  by  an  opposition  to  Popery ;  or 
account  all  Popery,  that  is  taught  or  practised 
in  the  Church  of  Rome.  Our  godly  forefathers, 
to  whom  (under  God)  we  owe  the  purity  of  our 
religion,  and  some  of  which  laid  down  their  lives 
for  the  defence  of  the  same,  were  sure  of  another 
mind  ;  if  we  may,  from  what  they  did,  judge 
what  they  thought.  They  had  no  purpose  (nor 
had  they  any  warrant)  to  set  up  a  new  religion, 
but  to  reform  the  old,  by  purging  it  from  those 
innovations,  which  in  tract  of  time  (some  sooner, 
some  later)  had  mingled  with  it,  and  corrupted 
it,  both  in  the  doctrine  and  worship.'"' 

^  Directions  for  the  profitable  Reading  of  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures. By  the  Rev.  William  Lowth,  chap.  iii.  pp.  67-69. — 
Lond.  1821. 

b  Second  Preface  to  Bishop  Sanderson's  Sermons,  §.  xv. 
In  §.  xiv.,  the  bishop  asks  with  good  reason,  "  And  what 
would  you  have  us  to  do  in  the  mean  time,  when  you  call  hard 
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Although,  however,  the  practice  of  the  pri- 
mitive Church  may  fairly  be  taken  as  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  laws  of  Christ,  it  is  not  an  appeal 
to  antiquity  in  the  first  instance,  by  which  our 
question  is  to  be  decided.  We  appeal  to  the 
Holy  Scripture  ;  we  are  willing  to  stand  or  fall 
by  its  sentence  :  content,  for  the  present,  to  enter 
our  protest  against  any  refusal  to  hearken  to  the 
judgment  of  the  universal  Church,  as  not  only 
unreasonable  and  absurd,  but  as  contrary  to  the 
fundamental  principle  of  our  Reformation,  and 
a  practical  denial  of  the  promises  of  our  Blessed 
Redeemer. 

Neither  is  it  our  wish  to  appeal  to  acknow- 
ledged  principles.  When  we  consider,  that  those, 
who  lay  claim  to  an  irresponsible  and  uncon- 
trollable exercise  of  their  ministry,  are  members 
and  not  only  members,  but,  by  their  voluntary 
choice,  are  ministers  of  an  Episcopal  Church, 
it  might  seem  sufficient  to  ask,  if  their  claims 
be  just  what  is  the  use  of  a  Bishop,  Overseer, 
or  Superintendant  ?  An  officer,  who  has  con- 
ferred on  them  whatever  of  ministerial  powers 
they  possess,  and  whose  very  name  implies  au- 

upon  us  to  leave  over  Popery,  and  yet  would  never  do  us  the 
favour  to  let  us  know  what  it  is  ?  It  were  good,  therefore,  both 
for  your  own  sakes,  that  you  may  not  rove  in  iiijinitum,  and  in 
compassion  to  us,  that  you  would  give  us  a  perfect  boundary  of 
what  is  Popery  now,  with  some  prognostication  or  Ephemerides 
annexed,  (if  you  please),  whereby  to  calculate  what  will  be  Po- 
pery seven  years  hence." 
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thority,  power  to  call  to  account,  to  control  and 
to  inhibit.  But  we  have  no  desire  to  dispose  of 
this  question  by  any  summary  argument.  On 
the  contrary,  it  is  our  wish  to  bring  it  as  soon 
as  possible  to  the  test  of  Holy  Scripture. 

We  hear  it  commonly  said  at  present,  that 
every  clergyman  has,  by  virtue  of  his  ordination 
alone,  a  right  to  preach  the  Gospel  to  every 
creature  under  heaven.  He  is  the  servant  of 
Christ,  called  and  sent  by  him,  and,  therefore,  in 
the  exercise  of  his  ministry  responsible  to  no 
earthly  superior.  The  whole  world  is  his  parish, 
and,  as  far  as  he  has  access  and  opportunity, 
every  human  being  on  earth  is  committed  to  his 
care.  I  do  not  wish  to  misrepresent  the  opinions 
of  any  man  living.  I  do  not  stand  here  this 
day  as  a  controversialist  or  a  partisan.  The 
popular  notion  I  believe  to  be  as  I  have  stated 
it ;  and,  unless  this  were  substantially  the 
opinion  at  present  maintained,  the  question  of 
submission  to  authority  would  soon  be  at  an  end 
among  all  well-intentioned  persons. 

Now  it  is  evident,  that  this  notion  takes  for 
granted,  that  two  things  are  inseparable  and 
coincident,  which  must  be  proved  to  be  so,  or 
else  the  popular  doctrine  must  be  abandoned. 
It  is  evident,  I  say,  that  in  this  whole  argument, 
the  advocates  of  an  uncontrolled  ministry  take 
for  granted,  that  order  and  mission  are  one  and 
the  same  thing  ;  that  the  mission  to  execute  the 
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miinsterial  function  is  given  by  the  same  act 
which  imparts  tlje  ministerial  character ;  and 
that  the  power  to  exercise  the  office  cannot  be 
limited  or  controlled  by  authority,  except  in 
consequence  of  such  ill  conduct,  incompetency, 
or  false  teaching,  as  would  involve  a  forfeiture 
or  suspension  of  ministerial  powers.  The  whole 
controversy  turns  on  this  distinction  between 
order  and  mission.  They  are  perpetually  con- 
founded by  the  advocates  of  resistance,  and,  if  I 
greatly  mistake  not,  they  are  as  constantly  distin- 
guished in  the  Holy  Scripture,  so  constantly, 
that  I  can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  this, 
that  a  limited  and  controlled  commission  is  of 
the  essence  of  the  sacred  ministry  under  every 
dispensation  of  the  Church.  To  prove  this  point 
is  the  object  of  the  present  discourse. 

It  is  readily  granted  that  every  man,  who  is 
ordained  a  deacon,  priest,  or  bishop,  in  any 
branch  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and  therefore  in 
our  own  Church,  is  a  deacon,  priest,  or  bishop 
of  tlie  universal  Church.  V/hatever  validity  and 
efficacy  his  teaching,  his  intercession,  his  admi- 
nistration of  the  doctrine,  and  sacraments,  and 
the  discipline  of  Christ  derive  from  tlie  fact  of 
his  being  neither  a  layman  nor  a  pretender  to 
holy  orders,  but  a  regularly  ordained  minister, 
cannot  be  limited  by  time  or  place.  As  far  as 
the  efficacy  of  his  ministration  is  concerned, 
those  who  hear  his  instruction,  or  receive  tlie 
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sacraments  from  his  hands,  are  as  much  war- 
ranted in  expecting  the  influence  of  the  Holy 
Spirit  in  one  part  of  the  world  as  another. 

He  who  is  ordained  without  canonical  title 
and  examination  has  received  true  and  valid 
orders,  although  the  ordaining  bishop  may  have 
incurred  censure  and  punisliment  by  his  irregu- 
larity/ Those  who  are  clandestinely  married 
by  a  suspended  clergyman,  are,  in  the  sight  of 
God  and  man,  as  truly  and  irrevocably  joined 
together,  as  if  they  had  been  publicly  married 
by  their  parish  minister.  Unless,  therefore,  the 
office  of  teaching  stand  on  different  grounds 
from  all  other  ministerial  offices,  the  efficacy  of 
instruction,  and  the  right  to  instruct,  are  by  no 
means  necessarily  and  indissolubly  conjoined.  In 
other  words,  we  grant  that  every  ordained 
clergyman,  whether  priest  or  deacon,  has,  by 
the  mere  fact  of  his  ordination,  the  power  to 
preach  the  Gospel,  as  far  at  least  as  the  value 
and  efficacy  of  his  teaching  is  concerned.  What 
we  question  is,  whether,  without  the  further  fact 
of  mission,  from  one  competent  to  give  mission 
and  to  suspend  and  recal  it,  he  has  received, 
either  from  God  or  from  the  Church,  any  right 
to  exercise  the  office  of  a  teacher. 

The  distinction  between  powers  and  the 
right  to  exercise  them  is  by  no  means  peculiar 

Irish  Canons  :  Can.  xxx.,  xxxi.,  xxxii. 
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to  the  clergy.  A  judge  is,  by  the  tenor  of  his 
appointment,  invested  with  a  general  compe- 
tency to  execute  justice  in  the  behalf  of  his 
sovereign  ;  but  yet,  in  the  exercise  of  his  powers, 
he  is  limited  to  times  and  places,  and  subject  to 
authority  and  law.  The  ambassador,  although 
selected  and  appointed  to  represent  his  sovereign, 
cannot  proceed  on  his  embassy  before  he  has 
received  his  credentials,  his  final  instructions, 
and  his  dismissal.  The  soldier,  by  his  enrol- 
ment in  the  army,  is  qualified  to  carry  arms  and 
to  fight  in  defence  of  his  country  and  his  king  ; 
but  he  has  no  right  to  do  so,  except  at  the  bid- 
ing of  his  superior,  by  whom  the  exercise  of  his 
rights  is  directed  and  controlled,  and  at  whose 
discretion  and  responsibility  they  may  be  sus- 
pended, without  any  misconduct  on  his  part  to 
call  for  suspension  as  a  punishment.  In  like 
manner  we  believe,  that,  in  the  sacred  ministry, 
which  is  appointed  to  inculcate  and  execute  the 
laws  of  Christ,  to  offer  an  embassage  of  peace 
and  mercy  to  mankind,  and  to  carry  on  his 
spiritual  warfare  against  the  powers  of  darkness, 
order  and  mission,  powers  and  the  right  to  exe- 
cute powers,  are  equally  distinct.  We  believe 
that  they  are  confounded  in  the  present  dis- 
cussion. We  believe  them  to  be  essentially 
different.  We  believe  that  no  minister  of  God 
has  ever  yet  existed,  who  was  not  limited  and 
circumscribed  in  the  exercise  of  his  ministry  : 
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and,  in  a  word,  that  a  clergyman,  although 
qualified  by  his  ordination  to  preach  the  Gospel 
at  all  times  and  every  where,  is  as  truly  and 
entirely  under  the  control  of  authority  in  the 
discharge  or  suspension  of  this  part  of  his  office 
as  of  any  other.  In  proof  of  this  distinction, 
which  involves  the  whole  question  at  issue,  we 
appeal  to  the  Holy  Scriptures. 

In  examining  the  history  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment the  following  facts  present  themselves  to 
our  observation  : 

1.  Moses,  in  his  mediation  with  God,  was 
the  great  type  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  His 
mediation  was,  in  some  degree,  carried  on  for 
the  benefit  of  the  whole  human  race.  The 
Jewish  polity  was  the  link  between  the  Al- 
mighty and  the  family  of  man.  It  was  the  ark 
in  which  revelation  was  deposited  ;  the  light 
and  salt  of  the  world,  by  which  mankind  were 
to  be  prepared  for  a  more  glorious  manifestation 
of  the  divine  perfections,  and  preserved  from  a 
total  forgetfulness  of  their  connexion  with  their 
Creator.  The  Jewish  Church  was  the  witness 
of  God  to  man :  Ye  are  my  witnesses,  saith 
the  Lord.'"'  The  dispensation  of  miracles  un- 
der which  they  were  placed,  was  not  only  suited, 
but  expressly  calculated  and  designed  to  com- 
municate the  knowledge  of  the  Divine  Majesty, 


^  Is.  xliii.  10. 
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and  truth,  and  mercy  to  the  other  nations  of  the 
world.  Take,  for  instance,  the  language  of  the 
Psalmist:  "The  Lord  hath  made  known  his 
salvation  ;  his  righteousness  hath  he  openly 
shewed  in  the  sight  of  the  heathen.  He  hath 
remembered  his  mercy  and  his  truth  towards  the 
house  of  Israel :  all  the  ends  of  the  earth  have  seen 
the  salvation  of  our  God.  Make  a  joyful  noise 
unto  the  Lord  all  the  earth ''^  "  God  be  mer- 
ciful unto  us  and  bless  us  ;  and  cause  his  face 
to  shine  upon  us.  That  thy  way  may  be  known 
upon  earthy  thy  saving  health  among  all  na- 
tions''^ It  is  by  this  consideration  that  Moses 
enforces  upon  the  Israelites  the  observance  of 
the  divine  statutes  :  '*  Keep  therefore  and  do 
them,  for  this  is  your  wisdom  and  your  under- 
standing in  the  sight  of  the  nations,  which  shall 
hear  all  these  statutes,  and  say,  surely  this  great 
nation  is  a  wise  and  understanding  people.''^ 
To  which  I  would  add  the  words  of  Jeremiah 
the  Prophet,  when  he  exhorts  the  people  to  re- 
turn to  God,  and  worship  him  in  sincerity  and 
with  a  conduct  answerable  to  their  profession  : 
"  Thou  shalt  swear  the  Lord  liveth,  [not  swear- 
ing falsely,  as  he  saith  afterwards^  "  Though 
they  say  the  Lord  liveth,  surely  they  swear 
falsely,"'^  but]  in  truth,  in  judgment,  and  in 


*  Ps.  xcviii.  2-4. 
^  Deut.  iv.  6. 


b  Ps.  Ixvii.  1,  2. 
'I  Jer.  V.  2. 
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righteousness,  and  the  nations  shall  bless  them- 
selves in  him,  and  in  him  shall  they  glory."* 
The  Jewish  dispensation  also  provided  for  the 
admission  into  the  Chm^ch  of  those  nations  of 
other  countries  who  were  desirous  of  sharing  in 
their  ecclesiastical  privileges,  and  of  being  in- 
corporated into  the  nation  by  circumcision. 

There  was  nothing,  therefore,  to  hinder  the 
Jewish  religion,  in  all  that  was  essential,  in  all 
that  was  designed  to  be  permanently  the  religion 
of  the  Church,  from  being  embraced  by  all  man- 
kind. It  was  undoubtedly  the  duty  of  all  nations 
to  have  sought  a  participation  in  all  their  com- 
municable privileges  ;  and  it  would  be  difficult 
to  deny  that  the  Almighty  designed  that  they 
should  seek  it,  as  it  is  incontrovertible  that  the 
Jews  were  rendered  guilty  in  his  sight  by  any 
conduct  which  had  the  effect  of  rendering  the 
heathen  indifferent  to  the  advantage  of  such  a 
connexion.  So  that  the  Jews  were  intended  to 
be  the  examples,  the  instructors,  and  the  priests 
of  the  whole  human  family.  Here  then  was  the 
perfect  and  universal  validity  of  their  order. 

But  mission  they  had  none.  Moses,  although, 
as  I  have  before  said,  he  was  in  such  a  sense  as 
no  other  man  except  the  man  Christ  Jesus" 
ever  was,  the  mediator  between  God  and 
man     yet,  in  the  exercise  of  his  commission,  he 


*  Jer.  iv.  2. 
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was  altogether  restricted  to  the  Jewish  people. 
He  had  no  authority  whatever  by  any  acts  of 
missionary  aggression  to  extend  the  true  religion 
beyond  that  single  family.  Adapted,  as  the  spi- 
ritual and  unchangeable  parts  of  the  Jewish 
religion  were,  to  universal  reception,  yet  so  com- 
pletely was  the  ministerial  propagation  of  this 
religion  confined,  and  that  by  the  divine  inten- 
tion, to  the  single  family  of  Abraham,  that  the 
Psalmist,  when  he  saith,  He  sheweth  his  word 
unto  Jacob,  his  statutes  and  ordinances  unto 
Israel,"  expressly  adds,  "  He  hath  not  dealt  so 
with  any  nation,  neither  have  the  heatlien 
knowledge  of  his  laws.'"" 

The  Jewish  religion  was  not  a  missionary 
religion  ;  simply  because  it  had  no  mission  from 
God.  For  this  reason,  it  was  only  in  their  worst 
and  most  degenerate  condition,  that  they  over- 
stepped the  limits  of  their  commission,  and  be- 
came remarkable  for  that  spirit  of  proselyting, 
which  attracted  the  attention  and  ridicule  of  the 
heathen,  and  was  so  severely  censured  by  our 
Saviour.  Not  that  instances  may  not  have  oc- 
curred in  which  the  divine  Being  specially  in- 
terfered to  send  a  messenger  to  call  some  par- 
ticular nation  to  repentance.  Thus,  Jonah  was 
sent  to  Nineveh.  But  the  Scribes  and  Pharisees 
waited  for  no  such  injunction.    They  had  as 


^  Ps.  cxlvii.  19,  20. 
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little  regard  for  the  divine  autliority  in  this  re- 
spect as  they  shewed  for  it  in  others,  and,  there- 
fore, their  compassing  sea  and  land  to  make  one 
proselyte,  was  not  only  unlawful  in  itself,  but, 
as  might  naturally  be  expected,  very  little  con- 
ducive to  the  moral  improvement  of  their  con- 
verts.'' 

Nor  are  we  to  omit,  in  this  part  of  our  in- 
quiry, that,  although  the  Jewish  nation  was  not 
authorized  to  make  any  aggressive  efforts  to 
overturn  the  idolatry  of  the  heathen,  and  pro- 
selyte them  to  the  institutions  of  their  national 
dispensation,  yet,  in  the  designs  of  the  Almighty, 
they  were  already  ordained  the  missionaries 
of  the  human  race,  and  were,  in  due  time, 
to  be  sent  forth  to  the  uttermost  parts  of  the 
earth,  as  the  active  agents  and  messengers  of 
his  mercy.  The  law  was  yet  to  go  forth  of 
Zion,  and  the  word  of  the  Lord  from  Jerusa- 
lem.^ Their  sound  was  to  go  out  into  all  the 
earth,  and  their  words  unto  the  end  of  the 
world.*^  But  until  the  moment  when  they  should 
receive  their  mission,  they  had  no  authority, 
and,  therefore,  it  was  a  presumptuous  violation 
of  their  duty  to  attempt  to  enter  on  their  func- 
tions. Long  time,  indeed,  they  were  obliged  to 
wait  in  his  presence  as  his  ministering  priests,"* 
ready  and  competent  to  receive  all  that  would 


Matth.  xxiii.  15. 
^  Ps.xix.  4.  Rom.  X.  18. 


^  Micah,  iv.  2. 

^  Comp.  Acts,  xiii.  1-2. 
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come  to  tliem,  but  without  commission  to  bear 
the  torch  of  truth  and  the  blessings  of  their  po- 
lity into  the  dark  and  barbarous  territory  of 
ignorance  and  sin.  But,  when  the  time  ap- 
pointed by  the  Almighty  arrived,  and  the  mys- 
tery was  to  be  revealed,  which  had  been  kept 
secret  from  ages  and  from  generations,  when 
the  first  rays  of  the  Sun  of  righteousness  gilded 
the  tops  of  the  hill  of  Bethlehem,  and  the  light 
arose,  which  enlighteneth  every  man  that  cometh 
into  the  world,  the  Lord  gave  the  word,  and 
great  was  the  company  of  the  preachers ;  the 
commission  was  delivered  into  the  hands  of  the 
ambassadors,  and  the  whole  world  was  thrown 
open  to  receive  their  preaching  and  their  writ- 
ings. And,  unless  v/e  very  wrongly  interpret 
the  intimations  of  prophecy,  the  Jews  are  des- 
tined, at  some  future  day,  to  take  up  their  mis- 
sionary character  once  more,  and  to  carry  for- 
ward the  propagation  of  the  Gospel,  with  far 
different  success  than  has  attended  the  painful 
and  impeded  efforts  of  the  Gentile  Church. 

Here,  therefore,  we  find  order :  for  they 
were  priests ;  a  nation  of  priests  :  the  ministers 
of  God  in  behalf  of  all  mankind  :  competent  in 
due  time  to  offer  incense  and  a  pure  offering 
from  the  rising  to  the  setting  of  the  sun.""  But 
this  order  was  conferred  long  before  they  had 
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received  a  mission  to  render  lawful  the  exercise 
of  its  destined  functions.  They  had  order  dis- 
tinct from  mission,  and  preceding  it  by  many 
ages.  Here  then  I  conceive  we  find  a  plain  in- 
stance of  the  distinction  between  order  and  mis- 
sion. Whether  in  their  prosperity  and  peace, 
or  in  their  captivity  and  dispersion,  the  Jews 
were  to  be  the  priests,  and  ministers,a  and  wit- 
nesses of  God.  In  whatever  country  they  were, 
they  had  full  authority  to  admit  into  the  privi- 
leges of  their  religion,  all  who  were  sincerely 
desirous  to  share  in  them.  This  was  the  pleni- 
tude of  their  order.  But  mission  they  had  none 
beyond  their  own  nation  ;  and,  therefore,  they 
were  not  empowered  to  use  any  aggressive 
means  to  persuade  the  people  of  other  countries 
to  embrace  their  religion. 

2.  This  distinction  appears  equally  observ- 
able in  the  limitation  of  one  place  for  the  pur- 
pose of  offering  sacrifices  and  incense  to  God. 
By  the  Divine  command  these  oblations  were  to 
be  presented  in  Jerusalem  alone.  It  would, 
however,  be  extremely  difficult  to  prove,  that 
these  offerings  were,  in  their  own  nature,  inva- 
lid and  without  benefit  to  the  worshippers,  when 
presented  in  another  place.  Before  the  Jews 
were  settled  in  their  own  land  the  sacrifice  was, 
of  course,  offered  at  the  various  stages  of  their 
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journey.  But  long  after  their  settlement  in 
Judea,  we  read  of  sacrifices  offered  in  different 
places,  and  evidently  with  the  Divine  acceptance 
In  the  days  of  Joshua,  the  altar  of  God  was 
before  the  tabernacle  at  Shiloh,  and  there  it  re- 
mained till  the  death  of  Eli :  yet  after  Joshua's 
death  the  people  sacrificed  at  Bochim.^  Gideon, 
by  express  command  of  God,  offered  a  burnt 
sacrifice  in  Ophrah.^  Manoah  sacrificed  at 
Zorah/  Samuel  offered  sacrifice  at  Mizpeh.'* 
He  built  an  altar  at  Ramah,  and  offered  sacri- 
fices there%  at  Gilgal,*  and  at  Bethlehem/ 
David  offered  at  the  house  of  Obed  Edom  at 
the  tabernacle  which  he  had  raised  in  Zion  and 
at  the  threshing  floor  of  Ornan,  the  Jebusite,^ 
although  the  altar  and  tabernacle  of  Moses  were 
at  that  time  at  Gibeon,  which  itself  was  but  the 
chief  of  several  high  places,  where  sacrifices 
were  then  offered.'' 

^  Judges,  ii.  5.  ^  Judges,  vi.  25. 

c  Judges,  xiii.  19.  ^  1  Sam.  vii.  9. 

^  Rama,  (1  Sam.  vii.  17.)  Zuph,  (ib.  ix.  5.)  and  Ramathaim 
Zophim,  (ib.  i.  1.)  being  supposed  to  be  different  names  of 
one  place.  Mr.  Scott  seems  to  imagine,  that  the  removal 
of  the  ark  from  Shiloh  "  occasioned  a  kind  of  temporary  sus- 
pension of  the  law  against  sacrificing  in  any  other  place  than 
that  which  the  Lord  had  chosen ( Commentary  on  1  Sam. 
ix.  12-14;)  but  he  seems  to  have  forgotten  that  similar  devia- 
tions are  recorded  in  the  book  of  Judges,  while  the  ark  still 
remained  at  Shiloh. 

.    f  1  Sam.  xi.  15.  s  1  Sam.  xvi.  6. 

h  2  Sam.  vi.  13.  i  Ib.  ver.  17. 

j  1  Chron.  xxi.  26.  ^  i  Kings,  iii.  2-4. 
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From  the  building  of  tlie  temple,  Jerusalem 
became  the  place  where  alone  the  sacrifices 
were  to  be  offered  :  and  yet,  Elijah,  the  pro- 
phet, offered  sacrifice  on  Mount  Carmel,  and 
his  offering  was  consumed  by  fire  from  heaven. 
Now,  the  circumstances  attending  these  facts 
demonstrate,  that,  although  the  general  com- 
mand to  confine  the  oblation  of  sacrifice  to  the 
one  place  chosen  by  God  out  of  all  the  tribes, 
was  of  perpetual  and  universal  obligation,  yet, 
the  validity  of  the  sacrifice  was  not  so  tied  down 
and  limited  to  that  one  appointed  place,  but 
that  a  valid  and  acceptable  sacrifice  could  be 
offered  in  another.  It  is  evident,  that  it  is 
neither  validity  to  the  sacrifice,  nor  power  to 
the  sacrificer,  which  is  given  by  the  Divine  per- 
mission or  command  in  each  particular  in- 
stance. It  is  an  extension  of  commission,  and  a 
suspension  of  a  prohibition,  and  nothing  more. 
Now,  this  clearly  establishes  the  distinction 
which  is  the  object  of  our  inquiry.  The  priest, 
possessed,  by  virtue  of  his  priesthood,  power  and 
competency  to  offer  a  valid  and  sufficient  sa- 
crifice in  every  place  5  but  the  exercise  of  his 
powers  was  restricted  to  one  place  by  the  tenor 
of  his  institution.  The  same  authority,  which 
imposed  that  limitation,  could,  on  any  particular 
occasion,  enlarge  his  commission  to  an  inde- 
finite extent  5  but,  without  such  an  extension, 
his  order  was  more  enlarged  than  his  mission.  The 
one  was  plenary  j  the  other  limited  and  confined. 
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3.  Thus  we  see,  that  the  ministrations  of  the 
Jewish  priest  were  restricted  to  one  certain  place, 
and  his  mission  limited  to  a  particular  nation. 
His  services  were  also  limited  to  a  certain  time. 
Born  a  priest,  he  was  not  suffered  to  discharge 
the  sacred  functions  until  he  had  attained  a  cer- 
tain age.  His  hereditary  order  gave  him  no 
right  to  execute  his  ministry,  until  the  precise 
moment,  when,  by  the  divine  command,  he  was 
to  open  his  commission,  and  to  be  inaugurated 
into  his  office.  In  point  of  time  his  order  was 
prior  to  his  mission  by  thirty  years,  during  which 
time  he  was  entitled  to  a  common  share  in  the 
sacerdotal  maintenance  and  emoluments,  but 
was  precluded  from  the  exercise  of  sacerdotal 
acts. 

A  distinction  of  the  same  nature  obtained 
between  the  appointment  and  the  mission  of 
the  prophets.  Forty  years  before  Moses  was 
sent  by  God  to  demand  the  liberation  of  the 
Israelites,  and  invested  with  miraculous  powers, 
he  had  been  appointed  their  deliverer.  This 
we  are  taught  by  St.  Stephen  i""  for  he  informs 
us,  that  when  Moses,  in  his  first  visit  to  his 
countrymen,  attempted  to  defend  them  from 
injury,  and  to  reconcile  their  quarrels,  he  acted, 
not  merely  with  a  knowledge  of  his  having  been 
constituted  their  protector,  but  under  the  sup- 
position that  they  were  aware  of  his  appoint- 
ment.     He  supposed,"  says  St.  Stephen,  "  He 

Acts,  vlii.  25. 
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supposed  his  brethren  would  have  understood 
how  that  God  by  his  hand  would  deliver  them."^ 
Jeremiah  was  ordained  to  the  prophetical 
office  before  his  birth,  and  therefore  long  before 
his  actual  mission.  Then  the  word  of  the 
Lord  came  unto  me,  saying,  Before  I  formed 
thee  in  the  belly  I  knew  thee,  and  before  thou 
camest  forth  out  of  the  womb  I  sanctified  thee, 
and  I  ordained  thee  a  prophet  unto  the  nations. 
Then  said  I,  Ah,  Lord  God !  behold  I  cannot 
speak ;  for  I  am  a,  child.  But  the  Lord  said 
unto  me.  Say  not  I  am  a  child  :  for  thou  shalt 
go  to  all  that  I  shall  send  thee,  and  whatsoever 
I  command  thee  thou  shalt  speak.' *^  This  pas- 
sage clearly  proves  the  distinction  between  order 
and  mission  ;  the  priority  of  the  former  to  the 
latter ;  and  the  restricted  and  limited  commis- 
sion with  which  the  prophet  was  invested.  For 
it  was  not  discretionary  with  the  prophet,  to 
whom  he  would  direct  his  rebukes  and  exhorta- 

*  The  ordination  of  Moses  to  his  prophetical  office,  hke  that 
of  Jeremiah,  St.  John  Baptist,  St.  Paul,  (Gal.  i.  15,)  and  our 
Blessed  Redeemer  himself,  appears  to  have  been  before  his 
birth.  And  this,  I  conceive,  affords  the  only  reasonable  ac- 
count of  that  faith,  which  his  parents  exercised  in  preserving 
his  hfe  and  hiding  him  during  his  infancy.  (Heb.  xi.  23.)  To 
interpret  the  Apostle's  words,  as  Mr.  Scott  has  done,  as  if  it 
could  be  an  act  of  faith  (which  can  only  be  exercised  in  the 
reception  of  revealed  truth)  to  conceal  him  from  Pharaoh,  be- 
cause "they  perceived  something  uncommon  in  his  appearance, 
which  was  supposed  to  indicate  his  future  eminence,"  seems 
rather  extraordinary. 
"  Jer.  i.  4-7. 


21 


tions.  His  message  was  to  be  delivered  to  those 
alone  to  whom  he  was  sent.  Son  of  man/' 
saith  the  Lord  to  Ezekiel,  go,  get  thee  unto 
the  house  of  Israel,  and  speak  with  my  words 
unto  them.  For  thou  art  not  sent  to  a  people 
of  a  strange  speech  and  of  an  hard  language,  but 
to  the  house  of  Israel."''  The  object  and  the 
tenor  of  his  ministry  were  alike  subject  to  the 
limitation  and  control  of  him  that  sent  him. 

Having  thus  far  conducted  our  inquiry,  (and 
we  have  by  no  means  exhausted  the  materials 
furnished  by  the  Old  Testament,)  let  us  now 
proceed  to  examine  whether  a  similar  distinc- 
tion between  order  and  mission  be  discoverable 
under  the  Christian  dispensation. 

If  ever  there  was  a  universal  bishop  it  was 
Jesus  Christ.  One  especial  object  of  his  coming 
into  the  world  was,  to  break  down  the  wall  of 
partition  which  had  hitherto  divided  the  Gentiles 
from  the  Jews,  and  to  unite  the  whole  human 
race  into  one  family  and  Church.  He  was  to 
be  a  light  to  lighten  the  Gentiles,  as  well  as  the 
glory  of  his  people  Israel.  Possessing  a  pleni- 
tude of  power  and  authority  to  give  competency, 
value,  and  efficacy  to  his  ministrations,  whenever 
and  wherever  he  might  choose  to  perform  them, 
He  was  a  priest  for  ever,  consecrated  by  the 
oath  of  God  before  the  foundation  of  the  world. 
He  was  a  shepherd,  whose  flock  was  not  circum- 
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scribed  by  sgas  and  mountains  ;  a  bishop,  whose 
province  extended  to  every  climate  and  region 
of  the  habitable  world.  So  far,  therefore,  as 
order  was  concerned,  his  ministry  could  not  be 
limited  by  place  or  time.  Wherever  he  was, 
his  ministration  was  equally  valid.  From  his 
jurisdiction  there  was  no  appeal.  He  was  the 
priest,  by  whom  all  other  priests  were  conse- 
crated :  the  bishop,  from  whose  authority  all 
other  authority  is  derived :  the  missionary  to 
the  whole  human  race  :  the  mediator  between 
God  and  man. 

But,  in  the  discharge  of  his  ministry,  our 
blessed  Redeemer  was  limited  and  controlled 
by  him  that  sent  him.  Jesus  Christ,  saith  St. 
Paul,  was  a  minister  of  the  circumcision.  His 
office  was  to  preach  the  Gospel,  not  to  the  Sa- 
maritans or  the  Heathens,  but  to  the  Jews.  To 
them  was  he  sent  by  God,  and  to  them  alone. 
He  had  no  authority  to  extend  hismission  farther. 
He  was  forbidden  to  do  so.  The  whole  world 
indeed  lay  at  his  feet.  His  dominion  was  from 
sea  to  sea,  and  from  the  river  unto  the  ends  of 
the  earth.  It  was  impossible  for  him  to  travel 
beyond  the  limits  of  that  inheritance  which  was 
the  gift  of  his  Father,  and  the  reward  of  his  in- 
carnation and  death.  But,  by  the  command  of 
God,  the  district  in  which  his  ministry  could  be 
lawfully  exercised,  had  been  marked  out  and 
assigned  so  as  to  narrow  his  personal  labours  and 
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preacliingto  the  boundaries  of  the  Jewish  people. 

I  am  not  sent,"  saith  he,  ^*  but  to  the  lost  sheep 
of  the  house  of  Israel."* 

The  plenitude  of  our  Saviour  s  power  is  not 
more  strongly  asserted  in  Scripture,  than  the 
limitation  of  his  commission.  "  The  Son," 
saith  Christ,  can  do  nothing  of  himself  "^  I 
do  nothing  of  myself ;  but  as  ray  Father  hath 
taught  me,  I  speak  these  things.'""  ^'  The  Father 
which  sent  me,  he  gave  me  a  commandment, 
what  I  should  say,  and  what  I  should  speak. 
Even  the  immensity  of  his  mercy  to  the 
contrite  sinner,  he  attributes,  not  to  his  own 
original  and  divine  compassion,  but  to  the  sub- 
jection of  his  ministry  to  a  rule  set  to  him  by 
his  Father.  "  Him  that  cometh  to  me  I  will  in 
nowise  cast  out,  for  I  came  down  from  heaven, 
not  to  do  mine  own  will,  but  the  will  of  him 
that  sent  me."^  The  question  was  not,  whether 
there  was  misery  soliciting  his  aid,  and  wretched- 
ness which  he  had  the  power  to  relieve,  but 
whether  the  applicant  was  among  the  objects  of 
his  mission.  The  question  was  not,  whether  evil, 
moral  or  natural,  could  be  removed,  but  whether 
he  was  commanded  to  remove  it.  For,  as 
he  taught  the  Nazarenes,  he  differed  not  in  this 
particular,  from  those  that  had  gone  before  him. 

^  Matth.  XV.  24.  Jo.  v.  19.  ^  Jo.  viii.  28. 

^  Jo.  xii.  49.  ^  Jo.  vi.  37,  38. 
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There  were  objects  enough  to  be  relieved,  and 
power  enough  in  the  Prophet  to  relieve  the 
misery  of  them  all,  but  none  of  them  were  re- 
lieved, except  those  to  whom  the  messenger  of 
God  had  an  especial  mission  and  direction.'' 

Doubtless  there  are  weighty  reasons,  which 
may  be  collected  from  Holy  Scripture,  to 
account  for  the  fact,  that  Christ  was  sent,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  the  Jewish  people,  rather 
than  to  any  others,  or  to  all  mankind  in  general. 
Were  it  necessary  to  our  present  inquiry,  it 
would  be  easy  to  prove,  that  it  was  in  the  divine 
intention  to  make  the  Jews  the  channel  through 
which  his  mercy  was  to  flow,  and  among  them 
to  form,  in  the  first  place,  that  one  Apostolic 
Church,  to  which  all  other  parts  of  the  Catholic 
Church  were  to  be  united  ;  members  of  that  one 
body,  parts  of  that  one  building,  and  branches 
engrafted  into  that  one  stock.  But  these  rea- 
sons will  not  account  for  the  limitation  actually 
put  to  Christ's  commission,  or  give  any  satis- 
factory reason  for  the  fact,  that  he  was  not 
permitted  in  person  to  execute  these  designs. 

Still  less  satisfactory,  I  conceive,  are  those 
reasons  which  some  appear  disposed  to  deduce 
from  the  secret  decrees  of  God.  For,  even 
taking  the  existence  of  such  decrees  for  granted, 
and  supposing  us  to  be  acquainted  with  their 
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nature,  (and  unless  we  are  just  in  these  assump- 
tions and  suppositions,  our  reasonings  must  be 
inconclusive,)  yet,  after  all,  they  cannot  re- 
move the  difficulty.  And  that  for  this  manifest 
reason,  because  Jesus  Christ  being  one  with  the 
Father,  not  only  in  nature,  substance,  and  eter- 
nity, but,  of  necessity  also,  one  in  all  his  secret 
councils,  determinations,  and  designs,  being  the 
only  word,  and  voice,  and  messenger,  vvhich 
from  the  beginning  of  the  world  had  declared 
the  will  of  God,  the  author  of  all  revelation,  the 
giver  of  all  oracles,  and  the  inspirer  of  all  pro- 
phecy, being,  in  a  word,  the  only  begotten,  who 
from  eternity  had  dwelt  in  the  bosom  of  the 
Father,  it  was  impossible  that  he  could  need 
any  revelation,  any  special  injunction  or  pro- 
hibition, to  inform  him  of  the  intentions  of  his 
heavenly  Father. 

These  facts,  I  apprehend,  admit  of  but  one 
explanation  :  and  this  is,  that  a  limited  commis- 
sion is  essential  to  the  ministerial  office.  Un- 
less this  be  granted,  how  can  the  fact  be  ac- 
counted for,  that  our  Saviour's  mission  was 
limited  in  any  way,  or  his  ministerial  actions  at 
all  subject  to  restraint. 

Nor  can  it  be  urged  that  this  restraint 
was  not  essential  to  his  office,  but  to  his 
humanity.  Although  this  would  concede 
every  thing  which  we  need  contend  for  in 
the  present  inquiry :  for  the  ministry  of  the 
Church  is  carried  on  by  human  agency  alone. 
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The  assumption,  however,  is  not  supported 
by  fact :  for  we  find  that  an  equal  restraint  and 
limitation  are  imposed  on  a  ministration  which 
is  not  carried  on  by  human  agency.  When 
Jesus  Christ  was  about  to  send  the  Holy  Ghost 
to  his  Apostles,  he  informed  them,  that  the 
Spirit,  as  his  representative,  would  act  under  his 
directions,  and  would  therefore  communicate  to 
them  only  such  things  as  should  be  committed 
and  prescribed  to  him.  His  words  are  these  : 
**  I  have  yet  many  things  to  say  unto  you,  but  ye 
cannot  bear  them  now.  Howbeit  when  he,  the 
Spirit  of  Truth,  is  come,  he  will  guide  you  into 
all  truth  :  for  he  shall  not  speak  of  himself ; 
but  whatsoever  he  shall  hear,  that  shall  he 
speak  "  He  shall  glorify  me,  for  he  shall  re- 
ceive of  mine,  and  shall  show  it  unto  you."""  The 
scope  of  these  words  is  not  to  be  mistaken.  Our 
Saviour  here  tells  his  Apostles,  that,  as  he,  as 
the  messenger  of  his  Father,  had  spoken  only 
what  he  had  heard,  and  what  he  had  been  com- 
manded by  him  that  sent  him,  so  the  Holy 
Spirit,  as  his  messenger,  would  reveal  to  them 
only  such  things  as  he  had  heard  from  Christ, 
and  had  in  commandment  from  him  that  sent 
him  5  proving  his  truth  and  faithfulness  as 
Christ  had,  not  by  putting  forward  his  own 
wisdom  or  authority,  but  by  avowing  himself  at 


^  John,  xvi.  12-14. 
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all  times  to  be  the  messenger  of  another,  and  in 
all  his  ministrations  seeking  not  his  own  glory, 
but  the  glory  of  him  that  sent  him.^  To  explain 
our  Saviour's  words,  as  if  the  Eternal  Spirit 
could  be  ignorant  of  the  will  of  the  Father  and  the 
Son,  would  be  to  contradict  the  Scripture  and 
the  Catholic  Faith.  For,  as  St.  Paul's  argument 
will  teach  us,  the  Holy  Spirit  is  acquainted  with 
the  mind  of  God,  because  he  is  one  with  the 
Father  and  the  Son,  and  hath  as  little  need  to 
be  taught  the  councils  of  the  Almighty  as  the 
spirit  of  a  man  can  need  to  be  told  of  what  is 
passing  in  the  secrecy  of  his  own  bosom.''  The 
Holy  Spirit  receives  his  instructions,  not  as  a 
disciple,  but  as  a  messenger;  and^  therefore^ 
since,  in  common  with  Christ,  he  is  intrusted 
with  a  limited  and  defined  commission,  and  yet, 
on  the  other  hand,  has  not  taken  upon  him  the 
servitude  of  our  humanity,  as  Christ  has,  it  fol- 
lows, that  this  limitation  of  commission  must  be 
attributed  to  something  common  to  both,  which 
is,  that  both  are  ministers  of  God ;  the  Holy 
Ghost  being  sent  by  Christ,  as  Christ  was  sent 
by  his  Father. 

There  is  also  another  particular  in  which 

^  "  Qui  a  seipso  loquitur  suam  quserit,  falsus  et  injustus, 
gloriam,  atqui  Jesus  non  suam,  sed  enim  Patris,  a  quo  missus 
est,  gloriam  queerit.  Ergo  Jesus  non  loquitur  a  seipso,  sed 
verus  et  fide  dignus  est." — Bengelii  Gnomon,  in  Joan.  vii.  18. 

"  1  Cor.  ii.  10,  11, 
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this  limitation  is  observable  in  the  mission  of  the 
Holy  Spirit,  as  well  as  in  that  of  our  blessed 
Redeemer.  I  refer  to  the  period  of  the  com- 
mencement of  their  ministrations.  The  Son  of 
God,  notwithstanding  those  indications  which 
he  had  given  of  his  divine  character  from  his 
earliest  childhood,  did  not  commence  the  exer- 
cise of  his  powers  until  he  had  attained  the  age 
of  thirty  years,  and  had  been  baptized  by  John. 
After  the  Holy  Ghost  descended  and  abode  upon 
him,  he  began  to  work  miracles,  and  (through 
his  disciples)  to  baptize  with  water  unto  repen- 
tance as  John  did.^  It  was  not,  however,  until 
the  ministry  of  John  was  terminated  by  his  im- 
prisonment, that  our  Saviour  opened  his  com- 
mission, and  began  to  preach  the  Gospel.^  In 
like  manner,  although  the  Holy  Spirit  was  given 
to  Jesus  Christ,  and  abode  with  him,  and  after 
his  resurrection  he  breathed  on  his  apostles  and 
said  unto  them,  Receive  ye  the  Holy  Ghost," 
yet  it  was  not  until  after  the  ascension  of  Christ, 
that  the  mission  of  the  Holy  Spirit  commenced. 
In  this  world  he  was,  from  the  time  that  the 
heavens  were  opened,  and  that  he  descended 
in  a  bodily  form  in  the  sight  of  John  the  Baptist. 
But  his  personal  ministry  did  not  commence 
until  the  day  of  Pentecost.    It  is  this  distinction, 

*  Jo.  iii.  22  ;  iv.  1,  2. 

^  Matt.  iv»  12  ;  Mar.  i.  14  ;  Acts,  x.  37. 
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therefore,  between  order  and  mission^  and  the 
fact,  that  order  has  priority  of  time  to  mission, 
which  can  alone  explain  the  circumstances  of 
this  Gospel  history.  It  is  not  to  be  believed, 
that  our  blessed  Master,  whose  zeal  consumed 
and  burned  up  all  considerations  of  labour,  and 
fatigue,  and  danger,  could  have  remained  for 
thirty  years  of  his  short  life  in  a  voluntary 
engagement  in  secular  concerns.  As  soon, 
no  doubt,  as  he  had  received  his  mission,  he 
opened  his  ministry.  With  regard  to  the 
Holy  Spirit,  there  are  expressions  in  Scripture, 
which  cannot  be  explained  on  any  other  sup- 
position. One  of  these  occurs  in  the  gospel  of 
St.  John,  where  our  Saviour  having,  in  one  of 
discourses,  said,  If  any  man  thirst,  let  him 
come  unto  me,  and  drink.  He  that  believeth  on 
me,  as  the  Scripture  hath  said,  out  of  his  belly 
shall  flow  rivers  of  living  water, — the  Evange- 
list immediately  adds,  ^'  But  this  spake  he  of 
the  Spirit,  which  they  that  believe  on  him  should 
receive  :  for  the  Holy  Ghost  was  not  yet,  because 
that  Jesus  was  not  glorified."^  It  follows  from 
this,  that,  until  Jesus  was  glorified,  by  his  as- 
cension  to  his  Father,  the  Holy  Ghost  was  not 
yet :  not  in  his  being,  for  he  is  eternal  ;  nor 
in  his  presence  with  the  ministers  of  God,  for 
he  spake  in  old  time  by  the  prophets.''  John 


*  Jo.  vii.  38  39. 


"2  Pet.  i.  21. 
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the  Baptist  was  filled  with  the  Holy  Ghost  even 
from  his  mother  s  womb.^  He  abode  with  Jesus 
Christ  from  the  moment  of  his  incarnation;^ 
and  by  Christ  he  was  breathed  upon  the  apostles. 
But,  until  the  day  of  Pentecost,  "  he  was  not 
yet  that  is,  his  ministerial  commission  had 
not  commenced.  It  is  thus  our  translators  have 
understood  the  Evangelist's  words,  as  they  have 
added  the  word  given,'*'  to  express  his  mean- 
ing, "  The  Holy  Ghost  was  not  yet  given,  be- 
cause Jesus  was  not  yet  glorified."  A  similar 
expression  is  found  in  a  remarkable  passage  in 
the  Acts  of  the  Apostles,  St.  Paul  having  found 
some  disciples  at  Ephesus,  asked  them,  whether 
they  had  received  the  Holy  Ghost  since  they 
believed.  They  answered,  **  We  have  not  so 
much  as  heard  whether  there  be  any  Holy 
Ghost.  And  he  said  unto  them.  Unto  what 
then  were  ye  baptized  ^  And  they  said,  Unto 
John's  baptism."^  Now,  it  is  impossible  that  any 
one  acquainted  with  the  Old  Testament  could  be 
ignorant  of  the  existence  of  the  Holy  Ghost, 
much  less  could  this  be  unknown  to  any  disciple 
of  John  the  Baptist,  one  of  the  most  j^rominent 
parts  of  whose  preaching  was  the  baptism  of 
the  Holy  Ghost,  wherewith  Christ  was  to  bap- 
tize his  disciples.  Of  the  existence  of  the  Holy 
Ghost,  therefore,  they  could  not  be  ignorant ; 


Luke,  i.  15. 


"  Luke,  i.  35.        ^  Acts,  xix.  1-3. 
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but,  of  the  fact,  that  the  promise  had  been  ful- 
filled, and  the  ministry  of  the  Spirit  had  com- 
menced, they  might  be  ignorant,  and  indeed 
were  so. 

Without  pursuing  the  inquiry  further,  it  al- 
ready appears  to  me,  with  the  force  of  demon- 
stration, that  a  limitation  of  mission  is  of  the 
essence  of  the  sacred  ministry.  Certainly  the 
burden  of  proof  lies  on  those  who  claim  a  right 
to  exercise  their  office  without  control,  and  who 
imagine  their  order  and  their  mission  to  be  co- 
extensive. And  I  conceive  it  will  be  difficult  to 
convince  unprejudiced  people,  that  we  have  re- 
ceived from  the  Holy  Spirit,  at  our  ordination,  a 
larger  and  more  unlimited  mission  than  he  has 
himself  received  from  Christ,  or  than  the  Son 
of  God  has  received  from  his  Father.  It  is  the 
maxim  of  our  Master :  The  servant  is  not 
greater  than  his  Lord  :  neither  he  that  is  sent 
greater  than  he  that  sent  him."^ 

The  next  step  of  our  investigation  leads  us 
to  the  history  of  the  blessed  apostles.  Limited, 
during  the  life  of  Christ,  to  the  precincts  of 
Judea  and  the  boundaries  of  their  Master's 
diocese,  their  powers  were  enlarged  after  his 
resurrection,  and  they  were  commanded  to  go 
into  all  the  world,  and  preach  the  Gospel  to 
every  creature.    To  enable  them  to  discharge 


^  Jo.  xiii.  16. 
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this  embassy,  they  were,  a  few  days  after,  mira- 
culously furnished  with  the  knowledge  of  all  the 
languages  of  the  known  world,  and  after  a  short 
interval  had  elapsed,  these  instructions  were 
further  explained  by  the  Holy  Spirit's  directing 
St.  Peter  to  admit  the  Roman  centurion  into  the 
Church  of  Christ.  Shortly  before  the  baptism 
of  Cornelius,  St.  Paul  had  been  added  to  the 
Apostolic  College.  At  the  moment  of  his  con- 
version,  St.  Paul  received  his  designation  to  the 
Gentile  mission,  and  this  was  after  wards  repeated 
in  the  vision  which  he  saw  in  the  temple  of  Je- 
rusalem.^ He  was  also  preeminently  furnished 
with  the  miraculous  gift  of  tongues  to  qualify 
him  for  his  work.^  Now  in  what  way  did  the 
apostles  understand  their  powers  ?  So  far  from 
at  once  commencing  their  labours,  it  was  four- 
teen  years  after  the  day  of  Pentecost,  that,  upon 
a  new  and  express  command  of  the  Holy  Ghost, 
they  first  proceeded  on  their  mission,  and  St. 
Paul  and  St.  Barnabas  set  out  from  Antioch,  to 
open  the  door  of  faith  to  the  Gentiles.'' 

It  appears  to  me,  that  this  conduct  is  per- 
fectly inexplicable,  except  we  allow  that  order 

*  Acts,  xxvi.  17  ;  ix.  15;  xxii.  21.         ^  1  Cor.  xiv.  18. 

^  Dr.  Burton  places  this  journey  in  the  beginning  of  45, 
fourteen  years  after  the  date  he  assigns  to  the  day  of  Pente- 
cost. (Led.  on  Eccl.  Hist.  Lect.  v.  p.  147.)  Ussher  places 
it  in  the  same  year,  but  assumes  A.  D.  33  as  the  date  of  the 
day  of  Pentecost.    The  variation  does  not  aiFect  my  argument. 
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and  mission  are  essentially  distinct,  and  that  the 
former  may  be  in  point  of  time  indefinitely 
prior  to  the  latter.  From  the  moment  that  the 
apostles  had  received  their  ordination  by  Christ, 
and  their  miraculous  qualification  by  the  Holy 
Ghost,  they  possessed  all  which  order  and  gifts 
could  bestow  to  empower  them  to  carry  their 
message  to  the  heathen.  But  several  years 
elapsed  before  they  received  their  commission 
to  depart. 

The  difficulty  is  considerably  increased  by 
the  fact,  that  the  apostles  so  soon  after  the  day 
of  Pentecost  admitted  the  Samaritans  into  the 
Church.    For  they  might  naturally  have  sup- 
posed that  the  prohibition  to  preach  to  the 
Gentiles  was  removed  by  the  same  words  which 
allowed  them  to  preach  to  the  Samaritans,  as  it 
undoubtedly  was.    It  may  be  replied,  that  we 
know  from  a  subsequent  part  of  the  history,  that 
they  were  not  aware  that  the  Gentiles  might  be 
admitted  into  the  Church  without  being  circum- 
cised, and  bound  to  keep  the  Mosaic  law ;  and 
that^  as  the  Samaritans  circumcised  their  chil- 
dren, this  difficulty  did  not  occur  in  their  case, 
and,  consequently,  the  Gentiles  and  Samaritans 
were  placed  in  different  positions.    To  this  I 
reply,  that,  although  it  be  true  (and  it  undoubt- 
edly is  true)  that  this  difference  did  exist  be- 
tween the  Samaritans  and  the  Gentiles,  and 
that,  for  some  time,  the  Church  did  not  under- 
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stand,  that  the  term  of  communion  was  no  longer 
circumcision  but  baptism  ;  yet  still  this  will  not 
remove  the  difficulty,  but  rather  increase  it. 
For,  if,  on  the  one  hand,  they  considered  cir- 
cumcision to  be  the  only  door  of  admission  into 
the  Church,  and,  on  the  other,  were  possessed  of 
authority  from  Christ  himself  to  preach  the  Gos- 
pel to  every  creature,  the  question  still  remains, 
why  they  did  not  preach  the  Gospel  to  the  Gen- 
tiles as  soon  as  to  the  Samaritans,  and  why  they 
did  not  persuade  them  to  be  circumcised*  and 
keep  the  law,  rather  than  forfeit  their  right  to 
partake  in  the  communion  of  the  Church.  As 
far  as  St.  Paul  is  concerned,  there  appears  every 
reason  to  believe,  that,  from  the  beginning  of  his 
apostleship,  he  had  been  divinely  informed  of 
the  change  which  the  death  of  Christ  had  made 
in  the  circumstances  of  the  Church.  Certain  it 
is,  that  his  acquaintance  with  that  dispensation 
of  the  Gentiles  which  was  committed  to  him, 
must  have  been  obtained  previous  to  the  bap- 
tism of  Cornelius,  and  entirely  independent  upon 
any  human  teaching.^  Nor  are  we  to  forget, 
that  St.  Paul  has  distinctly  obviated  the  supposi- 
tion that  his  conduct  could  be  attributed  to  in- 
difference to  the  divine  command.  For  in  his 
defence  before  Agrippa,  as  soon  as  he  had  re- 
peated the  terms  of  his  commission  to  the  Gen- 


*  Gal.  i.  11-19  ;  Conf.  ii.  7  ;  and  Eph.  iii.  1-7. 


tiles,  he  immediately  added,  Whereupon,  O 
King  Agrippa,  /  was  not  disohedient  to  tliejiea- 
venly  vision  :  but  shewed  first  unto  them  of  Da- 
mascus, and  at  Jerusalem,  and  throughout  all 
the  coasts  of  Judea,  and  then  to  the  GentileSy 
that  they  should  repent  and  turn  to  God,  and 
do  works  meet  for  repentance."^ 

Let  those  who  conceive  that  no  limitation  of 
time  or  place  can  lie  on  the  exercise  of  their 
ministerial  functions,  ask  themselves  is  their 
order  more  plenary,  and  their  gifts  and  qualifi- 
cations more  undoubted,  than  those  of  the  holy 
apostles  ?  If  their  order  be  more  unfettered, 
whence  have  they  derived  it  ?  I  shall  be  told, 
from  the  command  of  Christ  to  preach  the  Gos- 
pel to  every  creature.  But  this  command  was 
certainly  given  to  the  apostles  :  nay,  more  than 
this,  it  was  given  to  the  apostles  alone,  and  to 
their  successors  only  by  derivation  from  them. 
Their  successors  cannot  derive  an  order  or  mis- 
sion more  unrestrained,  than  that  which  the 
apostles  had  to  give  them.  But,  if  any  minister 
of  our  Church  suppose,  (which,  I  hope,  they  do 
not,)  that  their  authority  flows  from  the  com- 
mand of  Christ,  without  any  transmission  from 
the  apostles,  still,  unless  they  can  prove  that 
this  command  conveyed  to  the  apostles  a  more 
limited  commission  than  it  does  to  them,  it  will 

*  Acts,  xxvi.  19,  20. 
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but  little  serve  their  argument  to  abandon  their 
claim  to  that  apostolical  succession,  which  is  "the 
root  of  all  Christian  communion/'^  one  of  the 
evidences  of  Christianity,*'  and  in  the  constant 
judgment  of  the  Catholic  Church  an  indispen- 
sable condition  of  the  legitimate  exercise  of  the 
Christian  ministry/  Let  these  persons  suppose, 
for  a  moment,  that  Christ  were  now  in  an  au- 
dible voice  to  command  any  twelve  of  them  to 

*  Bp.  Beveridge,  Sermon  on  Matth.  xxviii.  20.  Works, 
vol.  ii.  p.  106. 

^  Leslie's  Short  Method  with  the  Deists,  §  xviii.  and  xix. 
Works,  vol.  i.  pp.  26,  27,  fol.  ed. 

^-  See  Bp.  Beveridge  on  Art.  xxiii.  Works,  vol.  ix.  pp.  448, 
449.  The  denial  of  apostolical  succession  is  one  of  the  fundamen- 
tal tenets  of  Socinianism.  Socinus  has  largely  opposed  it  in  his 
tracts  on  the  Church,  Evangeliis  ut  vacant  Ministris,  8^c.,  vol.  i. 
p.  325,  and  Explicatio  Verbi  Christi,  Tu  es  Petrus,  Sfc,  p.  334, 
in  the  Excerpta,  p.  341.  Ep.  111.  ad  Matth.  Radcecium.  See 
also,  Catechesis  Eccl.  Polon.  sect.  ix.  De  Ecclesia,  cap.  ii.  The 
doctrine  of  apostolical  succession  is  most  strongly  stated  by  the 
Presbyterians  in  the  Jus  Divinum,  Part  II.  At  page  43,  the 
Assembly  says,  "  that  the  receiving  of  our  ordination  from 
Christ  and  his  apostles  and  the  primitive  Churches,  and  so  all 
along  through  the  apostate  Church  of  Rome,  is  so  far  from 
nullifyng  our  ministry  or  disparaging  of  it,  that  it  is  a  great 
strengthening  of  it,  when  it  shall  appear  to  all  the  world,  that 
our  ministry  is  derived  to  us  from  Christ  and  his  apostles  by 
succession  of  a  ministry,  continued  in  the  Church  for  1600 
years.  And  that  we  have,  1,  a  lineal  succession  from  Christ 
and  his  apostles ;  2,  not  only  a  hneal  succession,  but  that 
which  is  more,  and  without  which  the  lineal  is  of  no  benefit,  we 
have  a  doctrinal  succession  also." 
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go  into  all  the  world,  and  preach  the  Gospel  to 
every  creature,  and  that  his  Spirit  were  pre- 
sently after  to  endow  them  with  the  miraculous 
knowledge  of  languages,  what  would  their  asso- 
ciates think  of  them,  if  they  should  pass  several 
years  without  the  least  attempt  to  commence 
their  work  ?  How  could  such  conduct  be  ex- 
plained on  their  own  principles,  and  consistently 
with  the  theories,  which  they  now  advance  ? 
Certain  it  is,  that  to  support  such  claims  by  an 
appeal  to  the  command  of  Christ,  is  to  under- 
stand that  command  in  a  totally  different  sense 
from  that  which  the  conduct  of  the  inspired 
apostles  has  given  to  it :  and,  if  that  were  its 
true  sense,  their  conduct  would  be  inexplicable. 
To  us  the  solution  of  the  Apostles'  conduct  is 
plain.  We  believe,  that  it  is  one  thing  to  have 
order,  and  another  to  have  mission  ;  and  that 
an  indefinite  and  considerable  period  of  time 
may  intervene  between  the  conferring  of  powers, 
and  the  reception  of  the  right  and  authority  to 
use  them. 

Further,  it  is  evident,  that  in  the  particular 
acts  of  their  ministry,  the  apostles  were  equally 
subject  to  control.  He,  who  thought  fit  so  long  to 
prevent  the  apostles  from  preaching  to  the  Gen- 
tiles, had,  almost  immediately  after  the  descent 
of  the  Holy  Ghost,  sent  the  light  of  the  Gospel 
to  Samaria.  The  same  Lord  designed  St.  Paul 
to  the  apostleship  of  the  Gentiles,  and  St.  Peter 
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to  the  apostleship  of  the  Jews.  The  same  Spirit, 
that  carried  Philip  to  the  Ethiopian  Eunuch, 
and  sent  St.  Peter  to  Cornelius,  and  summoned 
St.  Paul  into  Macedonia,  at  other  times  forbad 
St.  Paul  to  preach  the  word  in  Asia,  and  suf- 
fered him  not  to  go  into  Bithynia. 

Isupposethat  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  prove 
to  any  person  moderately  acquainted  with  the  New 
Testament,  that  those  holy  and  apostolical  men, 
who  were  appointed  and  ordained  by  the  blessed 
apostles  to  assist  and  succeed  them  in  the  mi- 
nistry of  the  Gospel,  were  not  furnished  by  them 
with  a  more  unlimited  mission,  than  that  which 
they  had  themselves  received  from  the  Holy 
Ghost.  It  will  scarcely  be  required  of  me  to 
prove,  that  St.  Paul's  mission  of  Archippus  to 
Colosse,  of  Timothy  to  Ephesus,  and  of  Titus 
to  Crete,  was  as  obligatory  on  them,  as  the  mis- 
sion, which  St.  Paul  had  received  from  Christ 
to  the  Gentiles,  in  general,  or  to  Macedonia,  or 
Corinth,  in  particular,  was  obligatory  on  him. 
It  will  hardly  be  seriously  maintained,  that  any 
person  thus  sent  by  the  apostle,  was  at  liberty 
to  refuse  the  injunction  to  leave  his  assigned 
place,  without  permission,  to  refuse  to  leave  it 
when  commanded  ;  or  to  intrude  on  the  pro- 
vince of  another.  Does  any  one  believe,  that  a 
person  ordained  by  the  apostles,  was  rendered 
by  his  ordination,  independent  on  their  autho- 
rity ?  That,  for  instance,  he  had  a  right  to 
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preach,  or  to  discharge  any  other  ministerial 
office,  when  and  where  he  or  others  might 
think  proper,  uncontrollable  by  the  commands 
or  prohibitions  of  his  superiors  ? 

I  do  not  believe,  that  any  well-informed  per- 
son can  maintain  these  positions,  or  any  one  of 
them.  Nor  do  I  apprehend,  that,  after  an  at- 
tentive consideration  of  the  apostle's  directions 
to  Timothy  and  Titus,  any  unprejudiced  man 
will  undertake  to  prove,  that  these  functionaries 
had  not  fully  as  much  control  over  any  one 
whom  they  ordained,  as  the  apostles  exercised 
over  them  5  or  that  the  bishops,  who  were  re- 
quired to  prove,  by  the  obedient  submission  in 
which  they  held  their  own  children  and  house- 
holds, their  capability  of  governing  the  Church 
of  God,  did  not  possess  a  similar  authority  over 
the  inferior  clergy.  Does  any  one  believe,  that 
if  any  of  the  presbyters  and  deacons  of  the  pri- 
mitive Church  of  Crete  had  refused  to  suspend 
his  preaching  at  the  command  of  his  superior, 
or  had  claimed  an  uncontrolled  right  to  admit 
whom  he  pleased  to  assist  him  in  ministering 
to  the  congregation  to  which  he  had  been  ap- 
pointed, or  had  intruded  into  the  congregations 
of  other  ministers,  he  could  have  set  aside  the 
authority  of  his  bishop,  or  of  Titus,  or  of  the 
apostle  himself,  (for  the  plea  is  as  valid  against 
the  authority  of  all  as  of  any),  by  an  appeal  to 
his  orders  ?   Could  he,  at  least  without  being 
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guilty  of  untruth  and  criminal  insubordination, 
have  turned  on  his  superior,  and  said,  "  I  have 
been  ordained  a  priest  of  the  Church  of  Christ; 
I  have  received  a  command  from  my  master  to 
go  into  all  the  world  and  preach  the  Gospel  to 
every  creature ;  and,  therefore,  to  him  alone  am 
I  responsible,  and  by  him  alone  can  I  be  limited 
and  controlled  in  the  exercise  of  my  functions 
Now,  I  cannot  think,  that  any  reasonable 
Christian  will  maintain  that  such  an  allegation 
could  have  been  admitted  then  ;  and  I  do  believe 
it  to  be  fully  and  precisely  as  inadmissible  now. 
Those,  who  think  differently,  must  be  prepared 
to  prove,  that  the  orders  now  given  are  more  un- 
controlled than  those  given  in  the  apostolic  age. 
They  must  be  prepared  to  show  from  whence  the 
Church  can  now  derive  the  powder  of  making  order 
and  mission  one  and  co-extensive,  which,  during 
the  entire  period  of  inspiration,  from  Moses  to 
St.  John,  were  unequal  and  distinct.  If  it  can 
be  proved,  and  I  think  it  has  been,  that  a  limited 
commission  is  an  essential  character  of  every 
species  of  ministry  of  which  we  have  any  account 
in  Scripture,  it  will  but  little  serve  the  purpose 
of  those  who  claim  illimitable  commission  to 
bring  forward  the  canons  and  laws  of  any 
Church.  It  would  be  as  little  to  their  purpose, 
if  they  could  prove  that  these  laws  and  canons 
had  never  been  enacted.  It  must  still  revert  to 
this,  can  any  Church  pretend  to  give  ordei's 
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more  unshackled  by  authority  and  limitation, 
than  those,  which  Christ  and  his  apostles  received 
and  transmitted  ?  Can  any  bishop,  by  any  form 
in  ordination,  or  by  any  absence  of  form,  set  him, 
whom  he  ordains,  free  from  such  control  as  thet/ 
were  subject  to  ?  Can  he  destroy  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Catholic  Church,  as  the  apostles 
founded  it  ?  Can  he  surrender  his  own  episco- 
pal rights,  even  if  he  were  not,  hy  the  form  of 
ordination,  and  the  terms  of  our  license,  ex- 
pressly to  save  and  reserve  them?  Can  he 
impede  or  cut  off  the  canonical,  legitimate,  and 
scriptural  jurisdiction  of  any  other  bishop  on 
earth  ?  Can  he  give  any  one  the  power  to  set  at 
nought  the  authority  of  the  other  equal  and 
independent  members  of  that  one  episcopacy  ? 
These  are  the  questions  really  at  issue ;  and, 
unless  they  can  be  ansvvered  in  the  affirmative, 
an  appeal  to  the  customs  or  laws  of  any  parti- 
cular Church  is  worse  than  useless.  If  it  were 
successful,  it  would  only  prove,  that  the  assump- 
tions of  such  a  Church  are  unscriptural  and  anti- 
christian,  and  at  total  variance  with  the  laws  of 
the  primitive  Church. 

But,  with  regard  to  our  own  particular 
Church,  had  we  time  to  enter  into  the  detail,  I 
am  prepared  to  prove  these  positions. 

1.  That,  from  the  earliest  period  in  which 
the  doctrine  or  practice  of  the  English  and 
Irish  Churches  has  been  canonically  expressed, 
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to  the  present  hour,  the  law  of  our  Church  has 
been  but  the  development  of  that  most  ancient 
and  Apostolical  canon,  "  Let  the  presbyters  and 
the  deacons  do  nothing  without  the  consent  of 
the  bishop,  for  he  it  is  to  whom  the  people  of 
the  Lord  are  committed,  and  who  shall  give  an 
account  for  their  souls. 

2.  That,  however  exactly  in  conformity  with 
the  spirit  of  ancient  discipline,  our  English  and 
Irish  canons  are,  and  however  high  their  au- 
thority, the  law  of  this  Church  is  neither  the 
English  canons  of  1604,  nor  the  Irish  canons  of 
1634,  but  that  whole  body  of  ecclesiastical  law, 
consisting  of  the  canons  of  ancient  councils, 
general,  national,  and  provincial,  together  with 
the  disciplinary  rules  of  the  ancient  fathers,  all 
of  which,  except  where  they  are  contrary  to  the 
laws  of  the  realm,  or  to  royal  prerogative,  are 
acknowledged  by  act  of  parliament  to  be  part 
and  parcel  of  the  common  law  of  England.^ 

S.  That,  from  the  Reformation  to  the  present 
day,  the  doctrine  of  our  most  eminent  divines, 

*  Ccm.  SS,  AposU  Can.  xxxix.    0*  wpsr^yTEpo*  xat  ^iaxovot 

revjjksvo^  rov  A«o»  roiv  xvfiov,  xa)  rov  vTrtp  ruv  -^v^v  avruv  T^oyov  awatr*}- 
073<ro/iAEvof.  These  are  the  canons  of  which  the  greatly  learned 
Bishop  Beveridge  has  said,  that  he  doubted  not  they  were  con- 
stituted by  apostolic  men,  at  the  close  of  the  second  century 
and  the  beginning  of  the  third. — Beveridge  AnnoU  in  Can. 
Apost.  prcBf.  §.  X. 

^  25  Hen.  VIII.  c.  21,  §.  1,  and  c.  19.  §.  7. 
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expressed  both  in  their  writings,  and  in  their 
official  acts  and  documents,  has  been  no  other 
than  that  recited  from  the  Apostolical  Canons, 
and  totally  opposed  to  the  notion  of  an  uncon- 
trolled and  irresponsible  clergy. 

Upon  this  particular  point  I  cannot  avoid 
making  the  following  observations.  The  judg- 
ment of  our  reformers  that  **  it  was  ordained,* 
for  sundry  and  weighty  considerations,  that  no 
minister  should  preach,  neither  in  his  cure,  nor 
out  of  his  cure,  without  lawful  license  unto  him 
granted,"^  is  most  distinctly  expressed  in  the 
"  Reformatio  Legum,"  and  in  the  Provincial 
Canons  of  1571 .  In  the  Reformatio  Legum,'* 
which  was  compiled,  (according  to  the  directions 
of  Edward  VI.)  after  a  diligent  perusal,  con- 
sideration, and  weighing  of  the  canon  law, 
chiefly  by  Archbishop  Cranmer,  and  Dr.  Tay- 
lor, the  martyr,  we  have  the  following  passages  : 
"  Forasmuch  as  the  work  of  preaching  is  most 
necessary  for  the  people  of  God,  the  Church 
should  never  be  destitute  of  it.  It  is,  however,  to 
be  most  diligently  provided,  that  no  one  should 
be  admitted  to  an  office  so  excellent,  unless  he 
bring  with  him  to  that  place  piety  and  conve- 
nient learning,  which,  that  it  may  the  better  be 

^  Scil.  in  the  Constitution  of  Archbp.  Arundel,  StatuimuSf 
vide  Lyndwode  Provinciale,  lib.  v.  tit,  5,  p.  288.  Oxf.  1679. 

^  Bp,  Cox's  Instructions,  Strype's  Parker,  ch.  v.  p.  323, 
fol.  ed. 
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known,  we  will^  that  the  authority  of  the  pre- 
lates over  preachers  intervene  in  the  disposing 
of  churches.  Nor  do  we  permit  any  man  to 
take  on  him  this  work  of  preaching,  or  to  place 
himself  therein,  unless  he  has  been  called  to  the 
same  by  the  lawful  power  of  those  to  whom  it 
appertains.  In  which  we  will  that  the  bishops 
use  such  diligence,  that  they  call  not  rashly  all 
who  may  boast  themselves  to  be  inspired  by  God, 
but  that  they  consider  and  weigh  their  life  and 
erudition,  to  the  end  it  may  be  known,  whether 
their  spirits  proceed  from  God."^  Again,  the 
fourth  chapter  of  the  same  title  runs  thus  i  **In 
this  work  of  preaching,  archbishops  ought  to 
have  the  chief  place.  Next,  let  the  bishops, 
deans,  and  those  who  are  appointed  to  dignities, 
follow.  Nor  ought  these  only  be  employed  in 
this  most  sacred  occupation,  but  to  pastors  also 
and  parish  ministers  the  same  power  in  their  own 
flocks  ought  to  be  conceded^  unless  there  be  just 
causes  by  reason  of  which  their  own  bishops  have 
forbidden  them."^  And  that  the  fruit  of  ser- 
mons be  more  abundant,  and  the  consent  of 
preachers  greater,  let  the  bishop,  at  certain  times 
every  year,  call  together  to  him  all  preachers 
to  whom  he  has  granted  [indulsit]  the  special 
privilege,  that  is  the  singular  and  peculiar  power 
of  preaching  at  large  through  the  whole  of  his 

*  Ref.  leg.  de  concionatoribus,  cap.  i.         ^  lb.  c.  iv. 
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diocese,  let  liim  communicate  with  tliem  con- 
cerning their  sermons,  and  learn  from  them 
what  vices  be  most  frequent,  and  in  what  places, 
and  by  what  remedies  they  can  most  easily  be 
withstood,  to  the  end,  that,  by  a  common  con- 
sent of  preachers,  wickedness  be  restrained,  and 
piety  enlarged."^  Equally  decisive  is  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Provincial  Canons  of  1571,  which, 
amongst  other  eminent  reformers,  bear  the  sig- 
natures of  Parker,  Grindal,  Jewel,  Parkhurst, 
and  Cox.^  "  Let  no  one,  unless  permitted  by 
the  bishop,  publicly  preach  in  his  own  parish, 
nor  hereafter  dare  to  preach  out  of  his  own  mi- 
nistry and  parish,  unless  he  hath  received  the 
power  of  so  preaching,  either  from  the  Queen's 
Majesty  through  all  parts  of  the  realm,  or  from 
the  archbishop  through  his  province,  or  from 
the  bishop  through  his  diocese.'"" 

Is  it  too  much  to  ask,  were  the  martyrs  and 
confessors  of  the  Reformation,  were  Cranmer, 
and  Taylor,  and  Parker,  and  Grindal,  and  Cox, 
and  Parkhurst,  and  Jewel,  ignorant  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Church,  which  they  reformed, 
and  opposers  of  the  Gospel,  for  which  they  suf- 
fered exile,  poverty,  imprisonment,  and  death  ? 

*  Ref.  leg.  de  concionatoribus,  c.  v. 

^  Strype's  Parker,  B.  iv.  ch.  v.  p.  322.  fol.  ed. 

^  Liber  quorundam  canonum,  anno  1571,  in  Sparrow's  Col- 
lection, p.  207,  and  Wilkin's  Concilia  Magn.  Brit,  and  Hib. 
vol.  iv.  p.  267, 
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That  the  terms  of  our  ordination  are  in- 
tended to  guard  against  the  notion  of  an  abso- 
lute and  uncontrollable  authority  to  exercise  the 
ministerial  office  is  most  clearly  stated  by  Bishop 
Beveridge  in  his  sermon  on  the  Ordination  Ser- 
vice. On  the  words  which  are  pronounced  at 
the  delivery  of  the  New  Testament  to  the  dea- 
con, he  says,  "  But  they  are  not  to  preach,  ex- 
cept they  are  licensed  to  do  it  by  the  bishop 
himself ;  for  the  supreme  care  of  all  the  souls 
in  his  diocese  being  committed  unto  him,  it  is 
not  fitting  that  any  should  undertake  to  expound 
the  mysteries  of  the  Gospel  there  without  his 
leave  and  approbation."''  In  like  manner  he 
explains  the  restrictive  words  used  in  deliver- 
ing the  Bible  to  the  priest  :  '*  But,  although 
they  are  by  this  means  made  priests  of  the  Ca- 
tholic Church,  and  so  may  effectually  administer 
the  Word  and  sacraments  in  any  part  of  the 
world,  yet  nevertheless  they  are  not  to  do  it 
anywhere,  but  in  the  congregation  where  they 
shall  be  lawfully  appointed,  that  is,  by  the  bishop 
of  the  place,  who  alone  can  lawfully  do  it.^ 

4.  That  the  legal  arguments  adduced  in  de- 
fence of  this  notion  are  founded  in  utter  igno- 
rance of  our  ecclesiastical  constitution,  and  of 
the  meaning  of  the  authorities  alleged  to  give 
them  countenance. 

Serm.  on  2  Cor.  iv.  1  ;  works;  vol.  ii.  p.  134. 
I.  Ibid.  p.  139. 
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5.  That  (as  extremes  too  often  meet)  it  will 
be  found,  that  this  doctrine  of  freedom  from 
episcopal  jurisdiction  is  nothing  more  than  one 
of  the  later  corruptions  of  the  court  of  Rome, 
and  the  very  instrument  by  which  it  overturned 
the  independence  of  diocesan  bishops,  and,  by 
means  of  the  mendicant  orders,  introduced  such 
confusion,  superstition,  and  disorder,  into  the 
Church,  as  terminated  in  their  present  unhappy, 
unchristian,  and,  for  aught  we  see,  incurable 
schism. 

These  positions,  as  they  have  never  yet,  as 
far  as  I  can  learn,  been  questioned  by  any  writer 
of  learning,  are  capable  of  easy  proof  to  any  one 
who  will  take  the  trouble  to  study  the  question. 
And  surely  it  is  difficult  to  act  in  a  manner  more 
inconsistent  with  humility,  with  seriousness,  or 
with  a  love  for  the  souls  of  men,  than  to  speak, 
and  write,  and  lay  down  principles  of  insubor- 
dination, rashly  and  peremptorily,  without  any 
careful  examination  of  a  subject  involving  the 
peace,  and  order,  and  unity,  and  coherence  of 
the  Church.  Surely  it  would  be  more  becom- 
ing reasonable  men  and  serious  Christians,  in  a 
controversy  of  such  moment  as  this,  to  take  the 
trouble  to  examine  a  few  books,  and  to  ascer- 
tain at  least  the  meaning  of  the  terms  which  oc- 
cur in  the  argument,  and  the  sense  of  the  autho- 
rities and  documents  they  profess  to  quote,  before 
they  venture  to  denounce  the  canonical  require- 
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ments  of  our  bishops  as  novel  impositions,  or  to 
liold  up  our  spiritual  governors  as  the  opposers 
and  obstacles  to  the  propagation  of  the  Gospel. 
Truly  they  are  perilous  times  indeed,  when  self- 
will  and  insubordination  become  the  connecting 
bond  of  any  portion  of  the  Church,  and  unite 
in  unnatural  confederacies,  men,  who  have  little 
else  in  common  of  habits,  or  principles,  or  opi- 
nions :  when  the  meekness  of  wisdom  is  counted 
folly ;  when  the  love  of  order  and  obedience  has 
ceased  to  be  a  virtue,  and  passes  for  a  vice  more 
heinous  and  far  more  disassociating  than  the 
love  of  money  and  the  love  of  the  world.  **  I 
speak  as  to  wise  men,  judge  ye  what  I  say." 

It  is  our  duty,  brethren,  to  teach  the  people, 
that  power  has  been  placed  by  our  Redeemer 
and  his  apostles  in  the  rulers  of  the  Church,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  laity  themselves.  It  is  our 
duty  to  inform  them  that  the  disciplinary  canons 
of  the  Church  were  intended  not  to  build  up 
and  maintain  an  ecclesiastical  tyranny,  but  to 
preserve  them  and  their  children  as  much 
from  the  misery  of  disorder  and  insubordination 
among  their  spiritual  guides,  as  from  the  igno- 
rance and  presumption  of  rash  and  unautho- 
rized teachers,  and  from  those  intrusions  and 
disturbances,  from  which  all  other  denominations 
of  Christians  have  endeavoured  to  protect  them- 
selves. Foolish  men  will,  of  course,  heap  to 
themselves  teachers  j  and,  do  what  we  may, 
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there  will  be  no  lack  of  teachers  to  satisfy  their 
foolish  cravings  after  novelty.  It  is  our  part  to 
to  hold  fast  that  order  and  polity,  which  we  have 
received  from  Christ  and  his  apostles,  and  to 
preserve  which,  in  its  independence  and  primitive 
integrity,  our  reformers  were  content  to  shed 
their  blood. 

I  trust,  my  dear  brethren,  however  others 
may  act,  it  is  your  determination  to  prove  by 
your  own  example,  that  the  utmost  devotedness, 
and  zeal,  and  diligence,  are  no  more  than  suffi- 
cient to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  your  known 
and  appointed  duties.  Remember,  that  reading 
and  recollection  are  as  truly  and  indispensably 
your  daily  office  and  duty,  as  prayer,  and  preach- 
ing, and  visiting  your  people :  and,  if  any  of 
you  should  haply  have  but  little  parochial  duty, 
the  leisure  which  you  now  enjoy  is  a  talent,  for 
which  you  must  account  to  God,  an  opportu- 
nity, in  which,  by  severer  study  and  deeper  me- 
ditations, your  Master  expects  you  to  qualify 
yourselves  for  more  conspicuous  and  active 
ministry,  if  ever  it  should  please  him  to  call 
you  to  different  duties,  and  to  set  that  lamp, 
which  his  Holy  Spirit  hath  lighted,  and  your 
daily  diligence  and  prayer  have  trimmed  and 
tended,  in  some  larger  room,  in  order  that  it 
may  give  light  to  all  that  are  in  the  house. 
In  this  spiritual  government  it  is  our  duty  to 
enforce  obedience  by  something  more  in  tell  i- 
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gible  and  impressive  than  sermons  and  exposi- 
tions.   Remember,  that  when,  in  obedience  to 
the  command  of  the  Almighty,  we  put  men  in 
mind  to  obey  principalities  and  powers,  and  warn 
them  not  to  speak  evil  of  dignities,  when  we 
exhort  them  to  study  to  be  quiet,  to  do  their 
own  business^  and  not  to  meddle  with  other 
men's  matters,  unless  we  will  have  them  sup- 
pose, that  there  is  one  sort  of  religion  for  the 
laity,   and  another  for  the  clergy,  our  own 
conduct  must  prove  whether  we  believe  what 
we  say,  and  whether  we  ourselves  have  any  ac- 
quaintance with  the  wisdom  and  happiness  of  a 
meek  and  quiet  spirit.     Remember,  that  no  mi- 
nister can  govern  his  people  well  and  pros- 
perously, unless  himself  hath  learned  humbly 
and  cheerfully  to  obey  his  superior.    For  every 
minister  should  be  like  the  good  centurion  in  the 
Gospel :  himself  is  under  authority,  and  he  hath 
people  under  him/'^  Happy  is  that  humble  and 
dutiful  son  of  the  Church,  whose  aim  is  to  fill  up 
the  measure  of  duty,  which  God  and  the  Church 
have  allotted  to  him.    Happy  is  he  who  is  con- 
tent to  labour  with  an  abridged  liberty  as  his 
Master,  and  his  blessed  apostles,  and  the  primi- 
tive saints  were,  and  to  teach  humility  and 
obedience  by  his  own  example.    Happy  is  he 

*  Bp.  Taylor's  Rules  and  Advice  to  the  Clergy.  Ride  13. 
Works,  vol.  xiv.  p.  493.    Lond.  1828. 
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who,  in  the  retirement  of  the  daily  and  unno- 
ticed labours  of  his  pastoral  care,  is  carrying  the 
yoke  of  that  servitude  which  is  perfect  freedom, 
and  seeking  the  honour  which  cometh  from  God 
only,  that  true  and  satisfying  popularity,  which 
shrinks  not  from  the  piercing  scrutiny  of  con- 
science, or  the  discriminating  sentence  of  the 
judgment  day.  Happy,  thrice  happy  he,  who 
is  willing  to  be  despised  and  rejected  now,  if  by 
any  means  he  may  in  that  hour  obtain  from  the 
hands  of  the  chief  Shepherd,  a  crown  that  fadeth 
not  away,  amidst  the  applause  of  angels,  and  the 
approbation  of  the  spirits  of  the  just  made 
perfect. 

Oh,  that  the  Father  of  Mercies  and  the  God 
of  all  consolations  may  pour  on  this  afflicted  and 
distracted  Church,  the  influences  of  his  meek 
and  gentle  Spirit,  to  qualify  us  all  for  our  most 
holy  office.  May  that  Spirit  of  peace,  who 
keeps  in  eternal  harmony  and  concord  the  hosts 
of  heaven,  unite  our  scattered  affections  in  the 
golden  bonds  of  charity,  and  breathe  into  our 
souls  the  lowliness  and  docility  of  our  obedient 
Master.  Without  his  sanctifying  and  chastising 
wisdom,  our  zeal  is  a  wild  and  mischievous 
fire.  Without  his  inspiration,  our  discipline, 
our  order,  our  most  venerable  institutions  will 
perish  amidst  the  encounter  of  conflicting  pas- 
sions, or  else  remain,  to  mock  and  disappoint 
ouv  hopes,  the  forsaken  shrine  of  a  departed 


Deity.  His  life-giving  Spirit  must  abide  with 
us,  and  remain  within  us,  or  else  our  holy  and 
beautiful  house,  if  it  survive  the  heartless  strug- 
gles of  our  vanity  and  selfishness,  will  resemble 
rather  the  garnished  sepulchre  of  corruption, 
than  the  living  temple  of  the  living  God. 


rni:  fa  d. 


